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ABSTRACT 

 

 

 Wide-bandgap semiconductors are enabling higher efficiency, greater power density, 

smaller size, and higher switching frequency than traditional Si semiconductors. This work shows 

the development of an over 96% efficient 12-to-1 V GaN-based point of load (POL) converter 

capable of 150 A operation. The multiphase POL converter demonstrates superior performance to 

commercial and other published POL converters. Layout and control algorithms help to produce a 

reliable product that is in a pre-production state. Development begins with optimizing a single 

phase POL converter and expanding to multiphase to meet load requirements and improve output 

signal integrity. Major concerns include reliability, efficiency, transient performance, and power 

density. These concerns are currently preventing industry adoption of wide-bandgap systems. In 

this work, efficiency is remarkably high, reliability studies have been performed and are ongoing, 

transient analysis is competitive with modern POL converters, and the current system has a 

competitive power density of approximately 270 W/in3. The POL converter is part of a wide-

bandgap power supply chain designed for data center applications and is tested along with a three-

phase front end rectifier and intermediate bus converter to show the potential of modern 

semiconductors in power conversion applications. This work results in reduced energy 

consumption, higher output power, smaller size, and will ease reliability concerns of future wide-

bandgap power electronics. 
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CHAPTER 1 

INTRODUCTION 

 

1.1 Statement of Purpose 

The purpose of this research is to make significant improvements to state-of-the-art low-

voltage point of load (POL) converters. In order of priority, the POL converter should demonstrate 

substantial improvements in efficiency (>5% improvement) beyond the best commercial products, 

demonstrate reliable operation, match or beat transient performance of commercial POL 

converters, and exhibit high power density. The design is tailored to data center and server power 

supplies but is applicable to many other areas. This progression will yield energy savings, reduced 

maintenance, higher server availability, reduced volume, and lower line loss since a smaller POL 

can be located closer to the load.  

 

1.2 Motivation  

Data center energy costs are on the rise due to an immense escalation in cloud computing 

and digital information storage [1]. To illustrate, a 1 MW high availability data center wil l consume 

approximately $20 million of electricity in its lifetime [2]. In the U.S. alone, the annual power cost 

to operate data centers was $4.5 billion in 2007 [3], it has increased every year since 1980 [4], and 

it is projected to increase more rapidly in the future due to greater cloud computing dependence 

[5]. Traditionally, computer system design has been focused on increasing performance [6]. 

Today, the energy cost of high performance servers has become large enough that, from a business 

standpoint, it is worth investing in more expensive hardware to reap savings in operating cost [7]. 

The same mindset is becoming evident in other applications like transportation, HiRel, and 

consumer electronics and has led to recent growth in higher efficiency wide-bandgap (WBG) 
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power semiconductor development [8]. With the development of new materials for power 

semiconductors, the power electronics market is primed for technological advancements that will 

lead to more efficient and power dense switch-mode power supplies (SMPS). 

 

1.3 Data Center Power Supply Chain 

Typical data centers exhibit less than 50% energy efficiency because over half of the power 

is consumed by power conversion, distribution, battery backups, and cooling [9]. The power 

supply chain is especially inefficient due to overdesign to reach near 100% availability. Most high-

end systems claim N+1 redundancy, no single-points of failure, hot swappable sub-assemblies, 

and large uninterrupted power supplies (UPSs) to achieve as high as 99.998% availability [10]. 

For reliability concerns, data is often stored in multiple locations to ensure it is not lost due to 

failure. Additionally, it is very desirable that the system may receive maintenance without bringing 

the rack offline. This improves availability in the event of component or sub-assembly failure. The 

additional components used to achieve high reliability systems also consume energy, which 

presents a direct trade-off between efficiency and reliability. In most industrial systems, reliability 

is of the highest concern since the customer immediately notices a system failure. Poor efficiency 

adds significant cost over the systemôs life but is not as tangible as system failure; however, as 

cloud computing and digital storage increase rapidly, the market is beginning to realize the value 

in an efficient system and how it may reduce cost over the systemôs life. 

The conventional power supply architecture (see Fig. 1.1) connects a 480 V three-phase 

(3◖) AC bus to the power distribution unit (PDU), which contains the UPS and is external to the 

server rack. An AC/DC rectifier and DC/AC inverter are necessary to incorporate the UPS into the 

PDU. A 120 V AC bus leaves the PDU and connects to the rack. The power supply unit (PSU) is 
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located at the bottom of the rack and creates a 12 V DC bus that is distributed to each blade. Each 

blade contains several POLs located near the electronic loads (i.e. DRAM, processors, auxiliary 

power, etc.). Typical modern processor loads operate between 0.9 and 1.2 V. This architecture 

contains unnecessary conversion stages and significant line lossðparticularly at the 12 V DC 

distribution. 

AC/DC
DC/DC

AC/DC DC/AC

Battery

UPS/PDU Rack

PSU

480 V 3ū

AC
120 V 

AC
12 V 

DC

1 V 

DC
Electr.

Loads400 V DC

POL

 
Fig. 1.1: Conventional power supply architecture. 

 

In pursuit of higher power supply efficiency, it is purposed that WBG power 

semiconductors can lead to smaller size and allow the entire architecture to be located on the rack. 

To reduce distribution losses, a 400 V distribution bus is purposed. High voltage distribution offers 

many benefits but also requires additional safety precautions; however, a safe 400 V distribution 

is certainly attainable. A few high-end products have already begun developing high voltage 

distribution, such as IBMôs Power 775/775+ and System Z196, which distribute 350 V DC to each 

blade/drawer within the rack.  Unnecessary power conversion stages can be eliminated by 

implementing the UPS on the 400 V DC bus, and distribution losses can be reduced as a result of 

a high voltage DC (HVDC) bus connecting to each blade. This proposed architecture can improve 

system efficiency to as high as 73% (see Fig. 1.2 and Fig. 1.3) [9][11]. With fewer power 

conversion stages, there exist fewer points of failure and reduced size. Additionally, WBG 

materials have increased power density by 50-80% in general, allowing power converters to be 
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located closer to the load to reduce line loss. Wide-bandgap semiconductors are the enabling 

technology that support higher voltage step down ratios in a smaller package.  

 
Fig. 1.2: WBG HVDC Distribution Architecture. 

 

                         
 

Fig. 1.3: Purposed architecture places all power conversion systems within the rack. IBC 

and POL are located on the motherboard, which is within each blade. 
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1.4 Enterprise Commercial Servers 

The current server market is divided among many competitorsðthe three dominate 

competitors being International Business Machine (IBM), Hewlett-Packard (HP), and Dell. IBM 

and HP offer the most technologically advanced servers. In 2012, these three server powerhouses 

combined for $38,062,000,000 in revenue, 74.2% of the worldôs market share. Several other 

competitors such as Oracle, Fujitsu, Hitachi, Cisco, Lenovo, Intel, Acer, Cray, and others compete 

for the remaining 25.8% of the world server market [12][13]. Fig. 1.4 reveals the worldôs server 

market share in more detail. 

 

  Fig. 1.4: Worldwide sever revenue in 2012 

(Revenue in Millions of US dollars) [12]. 

 

1.4.1 HP Server Overview 

The power architecture of HP servers is not particularly advanced. HPôs primary advantage 

is the use of Intelôs Xeon processors that offer up to 18 internal cores, the use of DDR 4 HP 

2.433 GHz Smart Memory, high I/O throughput, and a new generation of processor power 
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management that reduces power consumption and increases processor efficiency by 36% 

compared to earlier Intel processors. With the pinnacle in high performance Intel processors most 

commonly operating on the LINEX platform, HP is a serious competitor in the server industry 

[14]. 

 

1.4.2 IBM Server Overview 

 IBM offers many server solutions from the System X and System Z, which are largely 

commercial products, to the Power Systems that are Enterprise grade and research level frames. 

The Power 775 server from IBM, for example, is a ñmassive scale-out high performance 

computing (HPC) server that provides unparalleled capacity thatôs been optimized for running 

large, highly parallel computationally-intensive workloads and algorithmsò [10]. The Power 

Systems utilize IBMôs POWER8 processors that feature 4 GHz operating frequency, 12 cores per 

processor with 8 hardware threads per core for 96 threads of parallel execution, are built on 22 nm 

technology, and can operate on the UNIX, LINEX, or AIX platforms. IBMôs processors are 

impressive but still second to Intel. 

 Where the Power 775 server shines is its unmatched power capability and power density, 

unmatched parallel computational ability, and unmatched compute power per rack. The Power 775 

is water-cooled, capable of 360 kW of power conversion (four times that of most competitors), 

and can be equipped with 3,072 cores in a single frame. Therefore, a Power 775 server equipped 

with POWER8 processors could operate at up to 4.3 petaflops, which is 4.3 x 1015 floating-point 

calculations per second (flops). This compute power per rack is enabled by advanced power 

conversion systems, which is easily the most advanced power conversion hardware available in a 

commercial product.  
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1.4.3 IBM Power Conversion and Packaging 

 The IBM Power 775 offers a 350 V DC distribution and a three-stage power conversion 

system with sub-assemblies, all of which are located on the rack. The first system is the bulk power 

regulator (BPR), which is the equivalent of a FER on some systems. The BPR converter works 

with either of the following inputs: 380-520 V DC or 200-480 V 3◖ AC (no neutral). The output 

of the BPR is the 350 V distributed bus. Each BPR operates up to 90 kW, and there are up to four 

BPRs per rack. The BPR contains three sub-assemblies summarized in Fig. 1.5 and Fig. 1.6. The 

rectifier converts three-phase AC power to three phases of a rectified sinusoid by means of a three 

phase silicon controlled rectifier (SCR) bridge. The BPR utilizes a buck-boost power factor 

correction (PFC) circuit. Buck-boost PFCs are preferred to boost PFCs because they allows a wider 

input voltage range. The PFC circuit operates in boost mode when the rectified waveform is below 

410 V and operates in buck mode when the rectified waveform is above 410 V. The 410 V DC is 

converted to 350 V DC through an isolated DC-DC converter. This final stage within the BPR 

provides voltage regulation and DC isolation for safety. 
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Fig. 1.5: IBM Power 775 power conversion architecture. 

 

 

Fig. 1.6: BPR sub-assembly overview (rectifier + PFC + DC-DC) [15]. 

 

After the BPR, a system called the distributed converter and control assembly (DCCA), 

which is similar to the IBC from section 1.3, converts 350 V DC to a regulated voltage around 

44 V DC that proceeds to the POL located next to the processor. Each DCCA has 61 regulated 

voltages on the output that combine for 17,500 W. The DCCA utilizes Vicor VI chip sets. The 
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Vicor bulk converter module (BCM) and pre-regulator module (PRM) are located on the DCCA, 

and the voltage transformation module (VTM), an unregulated form of a POL, is located on the 

motherboard near the load. This power conversion architecture has enabled vast increases in power 

density over previous designs, it is the most advanced server from a power aspect on the 

commercial market but is only available in large orders to select customers, and it has influenced 

the purposed wide-bandgap topology in this work [15]. 

 

1.5 Point of Load Overview 

Data center power supply chains usually have three or more power conversion stages (e.g. a 

FER, IBC, and POL); many systems have additional stages to create a DC voltage large enough 

for batter backups. Of these power conversion stages, FERs demonstrate typical efficiencies of 88-

92%; IBCs will demonstrate similar efficiencies of 90-92%, and the POL is often much less 

efficientðusually between 80 and 85% with an exceptional few above 85% in ideal operating 

conditions. The POL sustains the greatest percentage loss due to high conduction loss and the 

lowest output power per POL module. Efficiency is calculated by 

                                           ϷὉὪὪ  
 

 ,                                            (1.1) 

where 

              ὖ  ὖ  ὖ  ὖ   ὖ  ὖ  Ȣ  Ȣ  Ȣ      (1.2) 

The POL converter operates at the lowest input power, PIN, of the conversion stages, and the power 

loss is particularly high due primarily to conduction loss, switching loss, and magnetic loss. 

Therefore, the large negative term in the numerator and comparatively small denominator force 

the POL converter efficiency to be lower than the other conversion stages, at least in modern 

commercial systems [7][9]. 
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Typical efficiencies of commercial state-of-the-art low-voltage POLs are approximately 

80% to 88% at most [16]-[19]. However, some of these POL converters have unregulated outputs 

and will incur additional loss to regulate their outputs. Some research publications in WBG POL 

converters have documented high eighty to low ninety percent efficiencies [20]-[22]. However, 

enhancement-mode (E-mode) Gallium Nitride (GaN) FETs are a young technology and are not yet 

available with on-resistances as low as some mature Silicon (Si) MOSFETs. Thus, many GaN-

based power supplies are limited by high on-resistance, while Si-based systems are limited by slow 

switching speeds [23]. Neither system is ideal and is thus limited in efficiency. High on-resistance 

in the commercially available GaN FETs makes it difficult to design a POL converter to operate 

at high operating currents (over 100 A). The increased energy cost of POL converters can be 

detrimental to large scale operations, such as data centers. POL converters are usually located very 

close to the load to reduce conduction loss between the POL and the load, and losses near the load 

generate additional heat that requires additional cooling efforts [24]. It is estimated that for every 

1 W of loss at the POL, an additional 1 W is dissipated by the previous conversion stages to get 

that power to the POL, and there is an additional 1 W required to remove the additional heat from 

the system [8]. Therefore, every 1 W saved in POL efficiency improvements results in up to 3 W 

of power savings, and the POL yields high economical return. In other applications, such as 

portable electronics and telecommunications systems, poor POL efficiency can drastically reduce 

battery life, and battery life has become one of the greatest short-comings of todayôs technology 

[25]. WBG electronics enable smaller size that can eliminate the power brick used to charge a 

computer, reduce cell phone size and weight, and much more. Thus, POL efficiency and size are 

vital in a variety of applications. The application in this work is simply directed towards data 

centers, HPC, and similar applications that consume large quantities of power. 
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1.6 Common Point of Load Topologies 

The two most common topologies applied to low-voltage POL converters are the LLC 

resonant converter and the synchronous buck converter (represented in Fig. 1.7, Fig. 1.8 and 

compared in Table 1.1). The major advantage to employing an LLC resonant converter is achieving 

fast transient performance. The synchronous buck converter offers a fully regulated output, 

superior efficiency, and good performance over a large load range. 

 

Fig. 1.7: LLC resonant converter topology. 

 

 

Fig. 1.8: Synchronous buck converter topology. 
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Table 1.1: LLC resonant and synchronous buck converter comparison. 

 DC Isolation Efficiency Performance 

Over Load Range 

Well Regulated 

Output  

LLC Resonant 
    

Synchronous Buck 
    

 

In the synchronous buck converter, the smaller the ratio VOUT/V IN, the smaller the duty 

cycle and more free-wheeling current that circulates through the synchronous rectifier (SR) 

(see Fig. 1.8) [26], and large currents in the SR lead to significant conduction loss. With the 

application of E-mode GaN (eGaN) high electron mobility transistors (HEMTs), a term 

interchangeable with heterostructure field effect transistor (HFET), fast switching and reasonably 

low RDS(ON) reduces transistor loss compared to Si MOSFETs, according to [20][27]-[29]. 

However, due to limitations in RDS(ON), parallel GaN FETs are often required in the SR of the 

synchronous buck converter to achieve desirable high load efficiency. Adding parallel FETs 

increases gate charge, which slows the switching speed of the device(s). For this application, the 

control switch does not conduct current for as long as the SR; thus, a single eGaN FET is 

acceptable in the control switch and results in fast switching with only minor sacrifice in 

conduction loss. Overall, the synchronous buck converter offers many favorable characteristics, 

and a multiphase buck converter can achieve higher load requirements while reducing output 

ripple. If efficiency is high in design priority, the synchronous buck converter is a popular choice 

among power supply designers. 

 

1.7  State-of-the-Art Commercial POL Converters 

 State-of-the-art commercial off the shelf (COTS) POL converters are primarily Si-based 

and 12-to-1 V DC-DC conversion efficiencies typically range from 80-88%, some of which are 
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unregulated converters and require additional regulators to maintain proper output voltage. The 

following are some of the best commercial POL competitors and their performance at 12-to-1 V 

power conversion: 

¶ Vicor    (86%, 100 A) 

¶ Intersil   (86%, 18 A) 

¶ International Rectifier (88%, 15 A) 

¶ Picor   (88%, 8 A) 

¶ Enpirion   (85%, 2 A) 

Some of these POLs are unregulated, and efficiency decreases by adding voltage regulation. By 

comparison, Si-based POL converters are limited by slow switching, which limits operating 

frequency, limits efficiency, and requires significant space to accommodate larger Si transistors 

and large passives. Of the COTS POL converters, the Vicor product is the only one that operates 

at high enough load currents to supply high performance processors, which often demand 100 to 

200 A at 0.9 to 1.2 V. Vicor is the fundamental building block for the impressive IBM powertrain 

presented in Section 1.4.3. 

WBG devices, such as GaN and Silicon Carbide (SiC), offer superior characteristics to Si. 

GaN devices are well suited for low-voltage applications and are recently (since 2009) available 

as E-mode power field effect transistors. E-mode transistors are preferred to depletion-mode (D-

mode) transistors because they are normally off devices and the drive circuit can be simplified as 

a result. Fast switching and small size enables higher efficiency and greater power density. The 

objective of this research is to push the boundaries of WBG power devices to greatly improve 

power conversion efficiency while providing reliable products with superior output characteristics, 

fast transient response, and high power density. 
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1.8 Related Works 

 GaN FETs have become very popular in radio frequency (RF) power amplifiers (PAs) 

because they can achieve over double the power density compared to Gallium Arsenide (GaAs) 

FETs. The advances in RF applications facilitated the recent innovations of GaN power 

semiconductors. However, most early GaN power semiconductors were D-mode or normally on 

devices. A normally on device requires additional drive circuitry and start-up protocol which often 

intimidates power supply designers and complicates the system. As a result, normally on GaN 

FETs never made a large impact in the power electronics market until the advent of the cascode 

device, which combines a D-mode GaN FET with a low-voltage Si MOSFET, to achieve a device 

that behaves like an E-mode device with about 10-15% trade-off in overall performance. Fig. 1.9 

and Fig. 1.10 show an example of a 600 V cascode GaN transistor and an example of how these 

two devices are attached at the die level and packaged as a single cascode device. Much of the 

sacrifice in cascode device performance is a result of the parasitic inductances shown in Fig. 1.10. 

Parasitic inductances slow the cascode device and result in increased switching loss. 

 

 

Fig. 1.9: Cascode GaN transistor [30]. 
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Fig. 1.10: Cascode GaN transistor die attach [31]. 

 

 When true eGaN FETs were introduced in 2009 by Efficient Power Conversion 

Corporation (EPC), many organizations began to research and experiment with the fast-switching 

eGaN FETs and how they could be implemented in power electronic applications. Since the best 

commercial POL converters operating from 12-to-1 V have conversion efficiencies of 80-88%, 

simply breaking the 90% efficiency barrier has been considered a very reputable accomplishment, 

which only a few have achieved [30]. Although many authors have attempted this task, most do 

not reach 90% efficiency, see [20][30]-[37]. 

 When implementing eGaN FETs, the ability to switch rapidly allows improvements in 

efficiency or reduction in size. A research group from Virginia Technological Universityôs Center 

for Power Electronics Systems (CPES), in conjunction with EPC application engineers, have 

developed and published several non-isolated POL converters that reach low 90% efficiencies 

while making improvements in POL size and power density.  The CPES group is leading the way 

in high power density, low-voltage POL converters.  Three generations of the POL converters are 

presented in Fig. 1.11, and their efficiency analysis is shown in Fig. 1.12 & 1.13. 
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Fig. 1.11: Three generations of CPES synchronous buck converters [22]. 

 

Fig. 1.12: Efficiency of CPESô GaN and Si POL prototypes [22]. 
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Fig. 1.13: Efficiency of CPESô GaN and Si POL prototypes at multiple frequencies [22]. 

 

These prototypes may be capable of over 90% efficiency if switching frequency was 

reduced and larger magnetic components were applied to the design; however, this design still 

does not achieve remarkably high output current. Many modern loads require at or above 100 A. 

Few authors are working on GaN-based POL converters with the highest priority placed on 

efficiency and most authors are unsuccessful in achieving significantly higher than 90% efficiency. 

Therefore, this work is unique as the final prototypes operate in excess of 100 A and well above 

90% efficiency. 



CHAPTER 2 

BUCK (STEP-DOWN) CONVERTERS 

 

2.1 Overview 

 The buck or step-down converter is one of the most fundamental SMPS. In ideal operation, 

it has only two basic states: when the control switch is on and when the control switch is off. To 

understand the buck converter, consider the schematic and output waveform presented in Fig. 2.1. 

When the control switch is closed, the input voltage is connected to the output directly. When the 

control switch is open, the output voltage returns to zero (ground). By alternating states, the 

average output voltage at the output, VAVG, can be adjusted as a ratio of the two states. For this 

reason, in continuous-conduction mode (CCM), the duty cycle, D, and output voltage, VOUT, can 

be defined as  

                                                                          Ὀ                                                            (2.1) 

                                                                      ὠ ὈϽὠ  ,                                                  (2.2) 

where ŰON is the time interval that the control switch is on and T is the period. A low-pass filter is 

then applied to the output to average the output voltage and provide a near DC output. The 

allowable ripple governs the filter design.  

      

Fig. 2.1: Simplified buck converter without filter (left) and output voltage waveform (right). 
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Applying a low-pass filter and inserting a load results in the generic buck converter 

topology (see Fig. 2.2). During the first of two states (control switch on), current flows in the 

direction indicated in Fig. 2.3, and the input supplies current to the load and charges the inductor. 

During the second state (control switch off), the input is removed from the circuit, and the inductor 

maintains current at the output to supply the load (Fig. 2.4). During this second state, current 

circulates through the diode and is referred to as freewheeling current. 

 

Fig. 2.2: Buck converter topology. 

 

 

Fig. 2.3: Buck converter with control switch on. 
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Fig. 2.4: Buck converter with control switch off. 

 

 The switch-node voltage is defined as the voltage between the control switch and diode. 

The instantaneous switch-node voltage (vSN), inductor current (iL), inductor voltage (vL), and input 

current (i IN) are depicted in Fig. 2.5. When the control switch is on, the switch-node voltage is at 

the input voltage minus the forward voltage drop of the control switch. At this point, the input is 

charging the inductor, which creates a positive voltage across the inductor (VL orientation shown 

in Fig. 2.2), and the input current is equal to the inductor current. During the next state, when the 

control switch is off, the switch-node voltage is slightly below ground, due to the forward bias 

voltage drop of the diode. The inductor has a negative voltage and thus the inductor current is 

decreasing. At this time, the input is not providing any power to the network. These two states 

continue to repeat as indicated in Fig. 2.5. 

Based on the switching frequency, design of the low-pass filter, and load current, there are 

three basic operating states of the buck, or step-down, converter: continuous-conduction mode 

(CCM), discontinuous-conduction mode (DCM), and critical-conduction mode. CCM occurs 

when the inductor current is always positive, such as the case in Fig. 2.5. In DCM, the inductor 
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current becomes zero for a finite length of time, and critical-conduction operation refers to the 

boundary between CCM and DCM, where the inductor current reaches zero but does not remain 

at zero for any finite length of time. In other words, inductor current, iL, immediately begins to 

increase again once reaching zero. Each operating state is governed by a different set of equations. 

Therefore, the design process changes based on the operating state. 

 
Fig. 2.5: Buck converter steady-state analysis in CCM. 
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2.2 Continuous-Conduction Mode 

 CCM is the most common operating state for battery chargers and DC power supplies 

where a DC voltage with minimal ripple is desired. As defined previously, the duty ratio or duty 

cycle is the ratio of control switch on-time (ŰON) and the switching period (T), which defines the 

ratio of input voltage to output voltage in CCM for a lossless system as 

                                                             Ὀ    .                                                           (2.3)  

In a lossless or ideal case, power is conserved and the duty ratio can also be defined as a ratio of 

the input and output current as seen in Eq. 2.6. 

                                                                   ὖ  ὖ                                                             (2.4) 

                                                            ὠ ϽὍ  ὠ ϽὍ                                                   (2.5) 

Therefore, 

                                                             Ὀ     .                                                      (2.6) 

To design a system in CCM with an allowable current ripple (ȹIL), the inductance and switching 

frequency must be designed properly based on the input voltage and duty cycle. Given that  

                                                                     Ὢ  ρὝ ,                                                             (2.7) 

the following relationship can be established: 

                                                                 ὒ  
  

 Ͻ 
  ,                                                      (2.8) 

indicating that as frequency is increased, inductance can be decreased without increasing ȹIL. ȹIL 

is a design constraint based on the tolerance of the load to handle non-ideal DC current. By 

rearranging (2.8), the output current ripple can be determined for a system in steady-state as 

                                                                ῳὍ  
 

 Ͻ 
 .                                                     (2.9) 
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Additionally, capacitance is also used to filter the output and therefore depends on 

frequency, inductance, and allowable output voltage ripple. Large output capacitance is imperative 

to keeping low output voltage ripple during steady-state operation and preventing large voltage 

spikes and drops during transient response. In steady-state, output capacitance is determined by 

                                                             ὅ  
  

Ͻ Ͻ
 .                                                         (2.10) 

 Increasing output capacitance will reduce the voltage drop or spike during an increase or 

decrease in load. However, higher output capacitance also increases the amount of time for the 

output to recover to its desired voltage after a load transient. Thus, output capacitance, C, is not 

solely determined by steady-state operation but also by transient performance. 

System design before simulation and operation provides a starting point; however, many 

of these equations are idealized and neglect losses. Losses are seen as voltage drops across 

components in the circuit and appear as voltage drops at the output as well. For this reason, in a 

practical system, the duty cycle must be increased to compensate for output voltage drop; thus, 

                                                                      Ὀ                                                               (2.11)  

for practical systems. 

 

2.3 Discontinuous-Conduction Mode 

 DCM is common in applications such as DC motor speed control, where VIN remains 

relatively constant and VOUT is adjusted to influence motor speed. However, it is not imperative to 

maintain output current, so the inductor current, iL, is allowed to remain at zero for a period of 

time. Since iL is not continuously flowing, this state is called discontinuous-conduction mode. As 

seen in Fig. 2.6, there is a period of discontinuation in the inductor current during DCM. 
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Fig. 2.6: Buck converter steady-state analysis in DCM. 

 

 The governing equations in DCM are different from CCM and are often written in terms 

of a variable K, defined as 

                                                                       ὑ
Ͻ

 ,                                                          (2.12) 

where R is the resistive load and assumed to be purely resistive. In DCM, the duty cycle is not the 

ratio of the output voltage over the input voltage. Rather, duty cycle is defined as 
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                                                           Ὀ    ,                                                  (2.13) 

and the voltage gain is defined as 

                                                          Ὃ   
 

                                                (2.14) 

or can be written as 

                                                          Ὃ   
 

ϽϽ

Ͻ

  .                                             (2.15)                                               

 Because increased inductance reduces the inductor current rate of change, , since  

                                                                  ὠ ὒϽ  ,                                                           (2.16) 

VL is unchanged, and increased frequency reduces the time that the inductor current is able to rise 

or fall, the maximum inductor current (IL,max) is inversely proportional to inductance and 

frequency. The maximum inductor current, which is approximately the maximum output current, 

can be determined by 

                                                             Ὅȟ  
Ͻ

 .                                               (2.18) 

Most buck converters are designed to operate in CCM or DCM but not often are they 

designed to switch between operating modes. Both modes have particular applications, and due to 

the discontinuity in inductor current, the governing equations are different. 

 

2.4 Critical -Conduction Mode 

 Critical-conduction mode is the boundary between CCM and DCM, where the inductor 

current reaches zero but immediately begins to increase again. This operation is defined by the 
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same basic equations as CCM. As seen in Fig. 2.7, the voltage and current waveforms look very 

similar to that of Fig. 2.5. However,  

                                                                     Ὥȟ  Ὥ ȟ  Ὥȟ  π ,                                           (2.19) 

                                                                                         ῳὍ Ὥȟ  Ὥȟ     

                                                                                                   Ὥȟ  π 

                                                                                                   Ὥȟ  ,                                                               (2.20) 

and the average inductor current equals half the maximum inductor current, 

                                                                   Ὅ  Ὥȟ  .                                                       (2.21) 

 It can be helpful to determine other characteristics of critical-conduction mode, such as 

critical inductance (Lcrit), load resistance (Rcrit), power (Pcrit), inductor current (IL,crit), and the 

variable KCrit. They are defined by the following equations and derived from general CCM 

equations while setting the average inductor current to half the maximum inductor current. 

                                                      ὒ  
 

 
Ͻȟ

                                            (2.22) 

                                                                  Ὑ  
Ͻ

                                                        (2.23) 

                                                      ὖ   
Ͻ

                                             (2.24) 

and 

                                                             Ὅȟ  
Ͻ

 .                                                   (2.25) 
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Fig. 2.7: Buck converter steady-state analysis in critical-conduction mode. 

 

 Most often, operation in critical-conduction mode is not the intent nor is it a practical 

system design. However, it is helpful to analyze the critical operating point to ensure the design 

stays in the desired operating state, CCM or DCM. For example, if L > Lcrit, R < Rcrit, P > Pcrit, 

and IL > I L,crit, then the system will operate in CCM. If any one of these statements is true, the rest 

will  also be true. Therefore, if any of the statements are false, the system will operate in critical-
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conduction mode or DCM. This analysis of the boundary condition is useful for determining the 

mode of the buck converter operation. 

 

2.5 Synchronous Buck Converters 

 The concept of synchronous buck converters is simply to replace the diode in the buck 

converter with a low drain-to-source on-resistance (RDS(ON)) transistor, typically a MOSFET with 

body diode. The benefit to synchronous buck conversion is lower conduction loss due to the free-

wheeling current. The transistor that replaces the diode will have a near constant RDS(ON), while 

the diode has a near constant voltage drop. For example, most Schottky diodes have approximately 

0.5 V forward voltage drop. The two states of the synchronous buck converter are nearly identical 

to the asynchronous buck converter, and power flow during the two dominate states are shown in 

Fig. 2.8. 

 

Fig. 2.8: Synchronous buck converter. 
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 The synchronous buck converter results in some additional losses, such as transistor 

conduction loss, switching loss, and gate drive lossðcalculated by the following, respectively: 

                                               ὖȟ Ὅ ϽὙ Ͻρ Ὀ  ,                                      (2.26) 

                                               ὖ  ὠ ϽὍ Ͻὸ ὸ ϽὪ ,                                       (2.27) 

where 

                                                    ὸ  ὸ  
Ͻ

 ,                                              (2.28) 

and 

                               ὖ  ὗ Ͻὠ ϽὪϽ  .                      (2.29) 

The body diode, which is parallel to the MOSFET, still has reverse recovery losses and is necessary 

to avoid large voltage spikes across the inductor during switch dead-time. Dead-time is required 

to avoid shoot-through current from input to ground, which occurs if both FETs are on 

simultaneously, and properly controlling dead-time adds complexity to the system controller. It is 

ideal to minimize dead-time, since the diode must conduct during dead-time, which leads to losses 

governed by 

                                                                  ὖ ὠϽὍϽ  ,                                                   (2.30) 

where VF is the diode forward voltage drop (~ 0.5 V), IF is the diode forward current, which is 

equal to the freewheeling current, tD is the amount of time that the diode conducts each period, and 

T is the period. 

 Synchronous conversion is more common for low-voltage applications, as there is much 

more potential for efficiency improvements. Even with all the additional transistor losses, the sum 

of these losses are less than that of an asynchronous converter, whose diode forward voltage loss 

is defined by 
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                                                            ὖ ὠϽὍϽρ Ὀ  .                                               (2.31) 

This loss term can be catastrophic to a low-voltage POL converter. For example, consider a 24-to-

1 V POL converter operating at 10 A load current. The resulting duty cycle is approximately 

                                                               Ὀ  Ͻὅ                                                          (2.32)                          

                                                                     
 

 
ϽρȢρ 

                                                                    πȢπτυψ , 

where CL is a loss coefficient. Power loss due to diode forward voltage drop is then 

                                                             ὖ ὠϽὍϽρ Ὀ   

                                                                  πȢυ ὠ ρπ ὃ ρ πȢπτυψ 

                                                                  τȢχχ ὡ. 

Considering that the total output power of this system is  

                                                         ὖ  Ὅ Ͻὠ                                                         (2.33) 

                                                                  ρπ ὃ ρ ὠ  

                                                                  ρπ ὡ, 

The diode forward voltage loss alone accounts for nearly one third of the input power and limits 

the maximum efficiency as follows: 

                                                       ϷὉὪὪ 
 
 ρππ                                               (2.34) 

                                                                    
 

 Ȣ  
 ρππ  

                                                                   φχȢχϷ . 

This example demonstrates the importance of synchronous rectification, particularly at low 

voltages. Even with several additional loss terms from introducing an additional transistor to the 
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system, the efficiency improvements from the synchronous buck converter are well worth the 

added complexity to the design and control. 
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CHAPTER 3 

GAN-BASED POL DESIGN 

 

3.1 FET Selection 

 Until recently, power semiconductors were usually produced in TO, power-PAK, and D-

PAK style packaging due to die size, thermal dissipation requirements, and the vertical flow of 

current through the devices. The introduction of GaN to power semiconductors has allowed 

manufactures to produce devices with approximately 9% the footprint of similar rated D-PAK Si 

MOSFETs. In addition, GaN semiconductors have much better theoretical limits of specific on-

resistance to breakdown voltage, when compared to Si and SiC. The IR GaN is a cascode device 

from International Rectifier (IR) and the GaN HFET is an E-mode GaN FET from EPC; they are 

compared to device theoretical limits in Fig. 3.1.  As of now, GaN devices offer very good 

performance at much less cost than SiC, very small footprints, no reverse recovery losses of a body 

diode, very low RDS(ON), and very fast turn-on and turn-off times due to QG in single-digit nC range. 

In the current market, GaN is generally the preferred WBG material at lower voltages (Ò 600 V), 

and SiC is the preferred WBG material at higher voltages (Ó 600 V). Since Si transistors originated 

in the 1950s, they have continued to improve in performance; however, since the start of the 21st 

century, Si transistor improvement has drastically slowed as Si approaches its theoretical limits. 

GaN transistors already outperform Si and are expected to make vast improvements over the next 

decade (see Fig. 3.2). GaN devices are very appealing in the design of high performance power 

electronics; unfortunately, this decrease in package size has made prototyping significantly more 

challenging. Traditional manual solder iron assembly is not sufficient for these devices. 

Difficulties include board design, device handling, alignment, solder reflow, flux residue removal, 

and post-assembly inspection. The EPC2014 and EPC2015 devices both have a 4mm pitch and 
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are 1.85 mm2 and 6.70 mm2, respectively. In many situations, the decreased pitch and small size 

of these devices mandate the use of automated assembly equipment, such as a pick & place, to 

ensure quality and repeatable assembly. However, this may not be feasible for initial prototyping, 

due to cost and time constraints. For more detail, a manual assembly process for these chip scale 

devices, applied specifically to the EPC2014 and EPC2015 is presented in Chapter 9. This process 

decreases the cost and turn time for prototype assembly when utilizing these types of chip scale 

packaged power semiconductors, making design prototyping a more rapid process. 

 

 

Fig. 3.1: Comparison of maximum theoretical on-resistance to breakdown voltage  

for Si, SiC, and GaN [32]. 
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Fig. 3.2: Performance improvements with GaN as Si reaches maturation [33]. 

 

The EPC2015 was selected as the preferred GaN FET for the 12-to-1 V non-isolated POL 

converter, regardless of prototyping difficulties. These GaN FETs have significantly lower QG and 

COSS than other Si alternatives, thus resulting in faster switching and reduced switching loss; 

however, the 4 mÝ, 40 VDS GaN FET has nearly four times the on-resistance of the best Si 

MOSFET alternative (1.1 mÝ, 25 VDS Infineon BSC010NE2LS). Both on-resistances were 

measured at VGS = 4.5 V. With an approximate duty cycle of 9%, the higher on-resistance is not 

detrimental in the control switch. However, the SR is conducting for approximately 91% of the 

period in 12-to-1 V operation, and conduction losses are much greater. Studying parallel GaN FET 

performance helped determine how many GaN FETs should be in parallel to appropriately reduce 

equivalent RDS(ON) to balance conduction and switching losses for maximum efficiency over a large 

operating range [21]. For example, a single EPC2015 has 4 mÝ RDS(ON) and 10.5 nC. If two 

EPC2015s are paralleled in the SR, they yield an equivalent on-resistance of 2 mÝ and an 

equivalent gate charge of 21 nC. Thus, adding parallel devices will decrease on-resistance and 
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increase switching loss since the switching time is increased. Properly balancing these variables is 

key to optimizing design performance. 

 

3.2 Parallel GaN HEMT Performance Analysis 

The impact of parallel GaN HEMTs on efficiency of a non-isolated POL converter is 

investigated to analyze how additional parasitics and uneven current sharing impact the design. In 

this work, HEMT and HFET can both be used to describe the GaN devices and are thus 

interchangeable terms. Simulations alone do not adequately represent realistic performance using 

GaN HEMTs because parasitic inductances are on the same order of magnitude as the device 

inductance, and inductance increases switching time and loss; thus, this experiment was necessary 

to determine the impact of parallel GaN HEMTs. 

 The test results indicate how many parallel GaN HEMTs should be used to achieve 

maximum efficiency based on load conditions. Loss calculations and simulations provided initial 

direction, and ten POL converters were tested while only varying the number of parallel GaN 

HEMTs in the control switch and SR. The designs tested are summarized in Table 3.1. Each design 

was tested between 2.5 and 30 A output. Depending on application load and frequency, the optimal 

combination of GaN HEMTs can be derived from this data. Experimental results indicate that IOUT 

above 19.5 A, two EPC2015 switches and four EPC2015 synchronous rectifiers (referred to as 

2x2015/4x2015) minimizes loss. Below 19.5 A, a 1x2015/2x2015 HEMT combination minimizes 

loss. Results presented here should expedite the design process for future engineers seeking greater 

power supply efficiency with GaN transistors, and it provides novel test data over a large load 

spectrum, variety of frequencies, and ten combinations of GaN HEMTs in a 12-to-1 V non-isolated 

POL converter. 
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Table 3.1: Summary of POL converter designs to investigate parallel GaN HEMTs. 

 

 

3.2.1 Analysis 

Gate charge times on-resistance (QG x RDS(ON)) is a figure of merit (FOM) that can be used 

to measure the overall performance of a FET or HEMT. With everything else constant, lowering 

RDS(ON) linearly reduces conduction loss, and lowering QG increases switching speed thus reducing 

switching loss.  Therefore, operating load and frequency govern the optimal design. By placing 

HEMTs in parallel, the effective RDS(ON) is divided but QG is added; therefore, a trade-off between 

switching and conduction losses is presented.  Calculating the conduction loss for the switch and 

SR is straightforward using Eq. 3.1 and 3.2, respectively. 

                                                    ὖȟ Ὅ ϽὙ ϽὈ                                               (3.1) 

                                               ὖȟ Ὅ ϽὙ Ͻρ Ὀ                                            (3.2) 

Calculating switching loss is more complex and must include gate charge loss (Eq. 3.3) and drain-

to-source power loss (Eq. 3.4), where tR and tF are approximated by Eq. 3.5. Complete MOSFET 

loss models in [20][38][39] can be applied to GaN HEMTs with minor manipulation. 
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                               ὖ  ὗ Ͻὠ ϽὪϽ  .                        (3.3) 

                                               ὖ  ὠ ϽὍ Ͻὸ ὸ ϽὪ ,                                        (3.4) 

                                                    ὸ  ὸ  
Ͻ

 ,                                               (3.5) 

 A summary of effective on-resistance, RDS(ON),eff, and effective gate charge, QG,eff, is given 

in Table 3.2, and converters 4 and 10 from Table 3.1 are shown in Fig. 3.3. The GaN HEMTs were 

assembled using the manual assembly process presented by Henning et. al. [40].  

Table 3.2: Effective on-resistance and gate charge of parallel HEMTs. 

 

 
Fig. 3.3: Example POL converter prototypes. 
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3.2.2 Performance & Experimental Results 

 Converters 1 and 2, referring to Table 3.1, use the EPC2014 as the control switch.  Both 

designs performed poorly overall, particularly at high load (see Fig. 3.4 ï 3.5).  In addition, reliable 

performance was not evident above 20 A, due to the ID limitations of the EPC2014.  The POL 

converters were air cooled with a 250 cfm high velocity fan during testing, but the current limit on 

GaN FETs is primarily due to thermal limitations.  

Converter 2 adds an additional EPC2015 to the SR, and a drastic improvement is evident 

by its performance. This indicates that conduction losses are a significant source of loss in 

converter 1 which is often the case for low-voltage, high current applications. 

Fig. 3.6 ï 3.8 show converters 3, 4, and 10, respectively.  Converter 3 (1x2015/1x2015), 

like converter 1 (1x2014/1x2015) has only one EPC2015 in the SR and is thus dominated by 

conduction losses.  Performance suffers particularly at high load.  Converter 4 (1x2015/2x2015) 

adds an additional parallel EPC2015 in the SR, which makes a significant improvement in 

performance. 92% peak efficiency is attained at 11 A.  For loads below 15 A, this design results 

in significant improvement upon commercially available Si-based POL converters.  

Converters 5 ï 9 did not outperform converter 4.  Converter 10 (2x2015/4x2015) does not 

reach peak efficiencies as high as converter 4; however, its efficiency does not decrease as rapidly 

with increasing load, a result of low conduction loss.  Thus, converter 10 is the most efficient 

design at loads above 19.5 A.  
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Fig. 3.4: Efficiency vs. load ï converter 1 (referenced to Table 3.1). 

 

 
Fig. 3.5: Efficiency vs. load ï converter 2 (referenced to Table 3.1). 
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Fig. 3.6: Efficiency vs. load ï converter 3 (referenced to Table 3.1). 

 

 
Fig. 3.7: Efficiency vs. load ï converter 4 (referenced to Table 3.1). 
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Fig. 3.8: Efficiency vs. load ï converter 10 (referenced to Table 3.1). 

 

3.2.3 Summary 

 GaN power semiconductors are facilitating higher power density, higher frequency, and 

higher efficiency DC-DC converters.  The GaN HEMT market is still limited in product, so some 

compromise in on-resistance may be necessary.  Nevertheless, this can be overcome by paralleling 

multiple HEMTs, which is a trade-off between switching speed and on-resistance.  This paper 

discusses how that trade-off applies to a 12-to-1 V POL converter.   Because the SR conducts the 

output current for approximately 91% of the period, or one minus the duty ratio, reducing RDS(ON) 

in the SR is especially important.  For this reason, drastic efficiency improvements are realized 

when implementing a second GaN HEMT in the SR.  Results of the 12-to-1 V POL converter 

indicate that below 19.5 A, one EPC2015 switch and two EPC2015s in the SR is the best design 

and maximizes efficiency.  Above 19.5 A, two EPC2015s in the switch and four EPC2015s in the 

SR maximizes efficiency. These conclusions can be drawn by analyzing Fig. 3.9, which compares 

efficiency performance of the best POL converters tested in this section. The design layout and 
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supporting components are shown and result in a 92% efficiency 12-to-1 V POL converter 

employing WBG GaN power semiconductors. 

 
Fig. 3.9: Efficiency vs. load of best performing FET combinations. 

 

3.3 Dead-Time Management 

 Dead-time management is an important step in designing any synchronous converter where 

two transistors alternate states to direct current. Recall in Chapter 2 that the asynchronous 

converter is very easily controlled with a single switch. Once the synchronous system was 

introduced in Section 2.5, the system controller had to become more complex to operate two 

alternating switches. Fig. 3.10 shows the two synchronous buck converter states that alternate at a 

desired duty ratio, D, to reduce the voltage from input to output. The body diode parallel to the SR 

is necessary in Si-based converters to avoid large inductor voltage spikes if the current was stopped 

each period while the switches changed states. It is ideal in this system to minimize dead-time 

since the current flowing through the diode creates more power loss than current flowing through 

the SR.  
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Fig. 3.10: Synchronous buck converter. 

 In synchronous conversion employing eGaN HEMTs, the body diode is optional, since the 

GaN HEMT will conduct with applied VSD Ó 2 V. Thus, the eGaN HEMT has a built-in body diode 

effect; however, while the eGaN HEMT conducts due to applied VSD, the forward voltage drop 

across the HEMT is approximately 2 V. If a Schottky body diode was placed in parallel to the SR, 

the forward voltage drop of the body diode would only be approximately 0.5 V, reducing the 

conduction losses during dead-time by 75%. The reverse conduction for a MOSFET body diode 

and an eGaN HEMT are compared in Fig. 3.11. The penalty, however, is that the body diode also 

requires energy to turn-off, which is called reverse recovery loss ERR. A finite amount of ERR is 

lost every time the diode is forced to conduct. This occurs twice every period and the ERR is 

dependent on the diode characteristics. Hence, minimizing or eliminating ERR loss is beneficial to 

the system. Since the use of a body diode is optional when using eGaN HEMTs, the two systems 
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(with and without a body diode) must be studied separately. Each design presents advantages and 

disadvantages. 

 
Fig. 3.11: Reverse conduction of MOSFET with body diode and eGaN HEMT [41]. 

 

 

3.3.1 Dead-Time with Body Diode 

  A distinction must be made between the terms dead-time and effective dead-time. Dead-

time is referred to as the time between controller gating signals. Therefore, in a system with zero 

dead-time, the controller will turn one switch off at the same time that it turns the other switch on. 

Still, this zero dead-time condition will have effective dead-time since the transistors start and stop 

conducting at a non-zero gate-to-source threshold voltage (VTH). A system with zero effective 

dead-time will slightly overlap the control signals so that the VGS of the two switches intersect at 

VTH. An example of zero effective dead-time and a zero dead-time switching in a half-bridge is 

presented in Fig. 3.12. Although dead-time is easy to establish, effective dead-time is a function 

of variations in device threshold, gate resistance, gate driver variation, operating voltage, operating 

temperature, and gate capacitance. Therefore, a particular amount of controller gate overlap will 
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not produce consistent effective dead-time among multiple systems, devices, and operating 

conditions.  

 
Fig. 3.12: VGS vs. time of a zero effective dead-time system (left)  

and a zero dead-time system (right) [42]. 

 The more conservative approach is to use an external body diode in parallel with the eGaN 

SR. Especially for early prototypes, the body diode is very useful because the controller does not 

have to be fine-tuned, and the system does not pay as much of a penalty for additional dead-time. 

Once the system design is more mature, it is optional to remove the body diode. At this time, it is 

much more important to reach near zero effective dead-time. 

 Consider the dead-time interval before SR turn-on. The drain terminal of the SR is 

externally commutated by positive current flowing into the drain. This current is dependent upon 

the rate of turn-off of the control switch, which is also load dependent. If the inductor has sufficient 

energy to completely commutate the voltage, lossless zero voltage switching (ZVS) turn-on can 

be achieved by the SR; however, if the effective dead-time is increased further, the diode will be 

forced to conduct. As soon as the diode conducts, it incurs diode conduction losses proportional to 
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the remaining effective dead-time and reverse recovery losses, which can be calculated using Eq. 

3.6 and Eq. 3.7 [41]. 

                                                          Ὁȟ  Ὅ Ͻ ὠ Ͻ ῳὸ                                                 (3.6) 

                                                                Ὁ  ὗ  Ͻ ὠ                                                      (3.7) 

where IL is the inductor current, VF is the forward voltage drop of the diode, ȹt is the diode 

conduction time, QRR is the reverse recovery charge of the diode, and VSN (sometime referred to 

as VBUS) is the switch-node voltage and is the node between the two transistors. Consider Fig. 3.13, 

which represents the SR drain-to-source voltage (VDS) commutation waveforms plotted against 

time for various load conditions. The lines with larger negative slopes represent the converter 

operating at higher loads. The converter in this work is designed to operate between the green and 

blue lines in Fig. 3.13, resulting in only brief diode conduction. 

 
Blue = lossless ZVS with zero diode conduction (ideal SR turn-on) 

Yellow = rapid turn -on due to high load = lossless ZVS + diode conduction 

Orange = slow turn-on due to light load = lossy hard switching + no diode conduction 

Fig. 3.13: SR VDS commutation for varying load conditions [43]. 

 



47 

 

 Clearly, dead-time is a complicated matter as the effective dead-time changes based on so 

many variables, including load condition. The benefit of implementing a body diode, although not 

necessary, reduces the penalty for forward voltage conduction of the diode during effective dead-

time. In the application of the 12-to-1 V synchronous buck converter presented in this work, the 

operating load is between 0 and 30 A. This large load range means the effective dead-time will 

change significantly depending on load. With this consideration, a very small 2 A Schottky diode 

(Vishay MSS2P3-M3/89A) is placed in parallel with the SR. This diode has a maximum reverse 

DC voltage (VR,Max) of 30 V, a forward voltage drop (VF) of 0.6 V, approximately 65 pF reverse 

recovery charge (QRR) that results in low reverse recovery loss, and only a 2 A average current 

rating. See Fig. 3.14 for the layout implementation of the Schottky diode. Note that the converter 

may require the diode to conduct up to 30 A for a short time, yet only a 2 A diode is necessary 

which helps reduce size and reverse recovery loss. If effective dead-time is managed well, an even 

lower current diode may be acceptable. A similar but lower current diode would significantly 

reduce QRR to reduce reverse recovery loss but increase VF which will increase diode conduction 

losses. This is a trade-off that may be desirable if the control loop is well-defined to manage 

effective dead-time sufficiently.  
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Fig. 3.14: eGaN synchronous buck converter layout with Schottky diode. 

 

3.3.2 Dead-Time without Body Diode 

 Third party studies show some improvement in conversion efficiency when removing the 

Schottky diode from the synchronous buck converter. As mentioned previously, this is only 

beneficial with very low effective dead-time and the effective dead-time must be a function of load 

current, which complicates the control algorithm. Fig. 3.15 shows the experimental efficiency 

results from a 1 MHz, 12-to-1.2 V synchronous buck converter employing EPC2015 40 V eGaN 

FETs; the figure compares GaN and Si systems with and without a Schottky diode, and it compares 

effective dead-times from 0 to 10 ns. Note that when the third party figure refers to dead-time, this 
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is effective dead-time as it is defined in this work, and the effective dead-time is equivalent for 

both switching states. 

 
Fig. 3.15: Efficiency of a 1 MHz, 12-to-1.2 V synchronous buck converter 

 with different effective dead-times [43]. 

 

 Regarding Fig. 3.15, the eGaN efficiency is greater than the Si efficiency due primarily to 

decreased switching time, while all else remains constant. This is evident by the shapes of the 

efficiency curves. With 5 ns and 10 ns effective dead-times, the eGaN designs experience 

significant loss reduction with a Schottky diode. The optimum dead-time, or zero effective dead-

time, results in the lowest converter loss. At this operating point, the eGaN FET has no need for a 

Schottky diode. If the effective dead-time becomes slightly positive, the body diode effect of the 
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eGaN FET with VSD җ 2 V will  conduct with a somewhat large forward voltage drop of 2 V. 

Therefore, deviation from the effective dead-time comes with a large efficiency penalty. 

 Although finely tuned systems can operate with near zero effective dead-time, it is unlikely 

that real products would be capable of doing so while operating reliably. If effective dead-time 

becomes negative, even slightly, it results in shoot-through current where current travels with 

nearly zero resistance from input to ground. Very brief shoot-through current causes an immediate 

drop in efficiency. Longer shoot-through current will damage one or both of the switching devices 

in the half bridge, blow inrush fuses, or damage other aspects of the circuit. Ultimately, shoot-

through current leads to reliability issues and system failure. For this reason, the work presented 

here retains the Schottky body diode and controls the system to avoid shoot-through at very light 

loads. Then, at higher loads, when switching occurs more rapidly, the body diode conducts for a 

longer period of time and incurs some additional loss as a result. This system operates on a constant 

dead-time control system. A variable dead-time control system may be an option to further 

improve the system and is thus mentioned in the future work section of this document. 

 

3.4 Impact of Layout Parasitics on GaN-Based Designs 

 Layout parasitics play an important role in switching quality and speed. In traditional Si-

based designs, layout parasitics, particularly parasitic inductance, was only a small fraction of the 

package inductance of a transistor. Therefore, layout had only minor effect on circuit performance. 

With GaN bare die packages, parasitics in the semiconductor packaging are drastically reduced, 

and the layout parasitic inductance is a larger percentage of the inductance that prevents current 

from changing rapidly. Therefore, small improvements in layout for GaN-based designs results in 

major efficiency improvement, less voltage ringing, and more reliable FET operation. 
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There are several critical parasitic inductances that must be minimized for reliable and 

efficient GaN FET operation: the gate inductance (LG), common source inductance (LS), and high 

frequency inductance loop (LLoop). Although these inductances are experimentally analyzed in a 

synchronous buck converter, the layout principles can be applied to any GaN-based topology.     

 
Common source inductance (LS) + Gate Inductance (LG) Loop 

High frequency inductance loop (LLoop) 

Fig. 3.16: Synchronous buck converter with parasitic inductances. 

 

Large common source inductance creates a voltage drop across LS during FET turn-on (see 

Fig. 3.16). This voltage drop subtracts from the drive voltage and slows the rate at which current 

enters the gate [22]. Gate inductance, LG, behaves in a similar fashion. A voltage drop across LG 

during turn-on reduces the effective drive voltage and limits current to the gate. The gate current 

is determined by 

                                                         Ὅ   ,                                                (3.8) 

which is equivalent to 

                                                    Ὅ   ,                                           (3.9)      
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where VDrive is the gate drive voltage, VGS is the FET gate-to-source voltage, and VLS and VLG are 

the voltage drops across the common source and gate inductances, respectively. During turn-off, 

LS and LG inhibit fast switching in the same manner as turn-on but with opposite signs applied to 

voltages and currents. Reducing LS and LG is particularly important to efficient and reliable 

switching, as slow switching speeds and increased voltage ringing on the gate are indications of 

large LS and LG and will apply more stress to the switching transistor. 

The high frequency inductance loop, LLoop, is the sum of the parasitic inductances from the 

input capacitors, through the switch, SR, ground, and back to the input capacitors. LLoop 

significantly impacts switching speed and switch-node voltage spike. The switch-node is 

connected to the source of the control switch and the drain of the SR. During turn-on, LLoop, lowers 

the effective voltage across the deviceðdecreasing switching loss. However, during turn-off, LLoop 

raises the effective voltage across the deviceðincreasing switching loss [41]. The exact trade-off 

between turn-on and turn-off losses is presented in [22]. However, the net effect is that switching 

loss becomes greater as LLoop is increased, so it is beneficial to reduce LLoop to promote lower 

overall switching loss. 

It has been established that LS, LG, and LLoop increase switching loss and induce voltage 

ringing. Yet, the majority of this inductance can be mitigated by employing efficient layout 

technique [44]. 
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3.5 Experimental Analysis of Layout Parasitics 

      Although nearly forty different layouts were compared experimentally to determine the 

optimum layout for this design, three layout approaches to a synchronous buck converter are 

compared here to explain the concepts gained from this experimental analysis. Incremental 

improvements are realized as layout is improved to reduce parasitic inductance loops. Three 

designs are presented in Fig. 3.17. The merits used to compare layouts are switching speed, voltage 

ringing, and 12-to-1 V DC-DC conversion efficiency. 

 
Fig. 3.17: Synchronous buck converter layout comparison. 
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3.5.1 Design 1: Single-Sided Termination 

      Design 1 is a singled-sided termination design inspired by the low-cost recommendation 

by EPC [20]. It is a single-sided termination design because current can only enter and exit the 

source and drain pads of the device in one direction. The two parallel EPC2015s in the SR are 

placed close and share long source and drain pads. Although this design is functional and 

physically small, a single-sided termination adds too much common source inductance to be 

optimal. This layout is represented in Fig. 3.17(a).  

 

3.5.2 Design 2: Double-Sided Termination 

A double-sided design has the immediate benefit of letting current enter and exit from both 

sides of each drain and source pad. The resulting layout reduces parasitic inductance by creating 

two parallel current paths. Design 2 places the EPC in the middle of the switch-node copper (Cu) 

plane. The drain pads are connected directly to the Cu plane on layer 1, while the source pads are 

connected to other ground layers by a single 0.25/0.50 mm via (0.25 mm hole and 0.5 mm pad) on 

each side of every source pad. This layout is represented in Fig. 3.17(b). 

 

3.5.3 Design 3: Double-Sided Termination (Two Vias) 

Design 3 improves upon design 2 by adding an additional 0.25/0.50 mm via on each side 

of every source pads. This adds more parallel vias to further reduce parasitic inductance compared 

to design 2. The layout for design 3 is represented in Fig. 3.17(c). 

 

 

 



55 

 

 

3.5.4 Gate Path Optimization 

Rather than running gate and source traces side-by-side on layer 1, as done in design 1, 

designs 2 and 3 have a wide gate trace on layer 1 with the source return to the driver on layer 2, 

directly below the gate trace. Interacting magnetic fields reduce inductance on the gate similar to 

two semi-infinite sheets of current with opposing direction. As the distance between the two 

conductors becomes smaller, the inductance also becomes smaller. Thus, it is ideal to have a very 

small isolation layer between the gate line (on layer 1) and the source return to the driver (on 

layer 2). Rather than the printed circuit board (PCB) manufacturerôs default 0.356 mm thick 

isolation layer, a 0.127 mm isolation layer was selected at no additional cost to reduce gate 

inductance. A reduction in isolation layer between gate send and return paths is recommended for 

reduced LG. This gate layout is presented in Fig. 3.18, where layer 1 (top Cu) is shown in green 

and layer 2 (first inner layer) is shown in red. 

 

 
Fig. 3.18: Optimized gate layout for reduced gate inductance LG. 
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3.5.5 Impact of Parasitics on Switching Speed and Voltage Ringing 

 The switching performance was examined by viewing the switch-node voltage overshoot 

and switching time. Significant improvements are gained from design 1 to 3. This is solely as a 

result of reduced parasitic inductance. See Fig. 3.19 for switching comparisons. By reducing 

overvoltage, the FET drain-source breakdown voltage limit  is not threatened, which leads to longer 

device life. By switching faster, the FETs dissipate less heat, leading to improved efficiency and 

cooler, more reliable operation. Tables 3.3 and 3.4 present turn-on time (tON), turn-off time (tOFF) 

and voltage spike of all three designs. Since switching power loss (PSW) is determined by 

                                               ὖ  ὠ  ὼ Ὅ  ὼ ὸ  ὸ  ὼ Ὢ,                             (3.10) 

switching power is directly proportional to total FET switching time (tON + tOFF). It is clear from 

Table 3.5, that design 3 exhibits the lowest switching loss, as it switches an average of 45% faster 

than design 1 and 18% faster than design 2. 

 

                  

(a) Design 1 switch-node voltage at turn-on (left) and turn-off (right) 
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(b) Design 3 switch-node voltage at turn-on (left) and turn-off (right) 

Fig. 3.19: Experimental switching waveforms of 12-to-1 V synchronous buck converter at 

incremental load currents. 

 

 

Table 3.3: Turn-on time and overshoot               Table 3.4: Turn-off time and overshoot 

      

 

Table 3.5: Total switching time (tON + tOFF) comparison 
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3.5.6 The impact of Parasitics on Conversion Effi ciency 

In order to analyze the role of layout on converter efficiency, efficiency of all three layouts 

is studied during 12-to-1 V operation from 3 to 25 A load, resulting in an average of 5% efficiency 

improvement between design 1 and design 3. Greater efficiency improvements are realized at light 

loads because switching loss is a greater percentage of total converter loss. Improving layout only 

has significant effect on switching loss. Other loss terms remain relatively constant. Experimental 

efficiency data is presented in Fig. 3.20. 

 

 

Fig. 3.20: Efficiency vs. load (V IN = 12 V, VOUT = 1 V, and f = 180 kHz). 
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Fig. 3.21: GaN POL experimental efficiency vs. commercial state-of-the-art POL converters 

operating at VIN = 12 V and VOUT = 1 V. 

 

With peak efficiency over 96%, this single phase GaN-based POL converter outperforms 

commercial state-of-the-art DC-DC converters and rivals or beats WBG converter designs found 

in published work. Many power supply designers are employing GaN primarily to increase power 

density. The novelty in this work is that GaN is exploited to push the boundaries of conversion 

efficiency. This is done by first finding the optimal trade-off between conduction and switching 

loss to determine how many GaN FETs to place in parallel. Next, layout parasitics are minimized 

through novel techniques that were developed through rapid device prototyping. Once the design 

is optimized, there is a direct trade-off between size and efficiency. In order to make the POL 

converter smaller, switching frequency must be increased to reduce the size of the magnetic 

components. By reducing the size of the inductor, winding and magnetic loss are often increased. 

Additionally, switching losses are directly proportional to switching frequency and thus linearly 

increases transistor switching loss. However, if efficiency has precedence over power density, the 

switching frequency can remain lower, similar to that of Si-based systems, and the reduction in 

switching loss reduces system loss to raise system efficiency. That is the goal in the design 
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presented here. The prototype still has very high power density as the transistor size is reduced 

simply by using smaller eGaN FETs, yet it is also remarkably efficient.  
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CHAPTER 4 

GAN VS. GAN/SI HYBRID POINT OF LOAD CONVERTERS 

 

4.1 Design 

 Enhancement-mode GaN (eGaN) FETs are a young technology and not yet available with 

on-resistance as low as some mature Si MOSFETs. Thus, many GaN-based power supplies are 

limited by high on-resistance, while Si-based systems are limited by slow switching speeds [23]. 

Neither system is ideal and is thus limited in efficiency. With the application of eGaN HEMTs, 

fast switching and reasonably low RDS(ON) reduces transistor losses compared to Si MOSFETs 

[20][27]-[29]. However, there are still some applications better suited for low RDS(ON) Si 

MOSFETs. For example, in the 12-to-1 V synchronous buck converter presented here, the eGaN 

FET is a prime candidate for the control switch, but due to the large free-wheeling current, some 

lower RDS(ON) Si MOSFETs are superior to eGaN FETs for the SR application. This leads to the 

notion that perhaps the best low-voltage non-isolated POL converter employs a combination of 

eGaN and Si technology [45][46]. This chapter explores combining eGaN and Si transistors to 

improve the overall POL design. 

 When selecting the proper transistors, it is important to be able to compare electrical 

characteristics of each and understand how they impact performance. RDS(ON) linearly impacts the 

conduction loss in a FET. Similarly, gate charge, Qg, is a large factor in determining switching time 

and thus switching loss [20]. A commonly referred to FOM has been presented in a previous chapter 

and will be used extensively here. The FOM is calculated by 

                                                               Ὂὕὓ ὗ ϽὙ .                                                    (4.1) 

Many of the best transistors on the market have similar FOMs but increase QG and reduce RDS(ON) 

or vice versa. This is a design trade-off that can be selected in the transistor design. With this in 
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mind, it should be noted that the control switch will not conduct for very long and thus is optimized 

by selecting a fast switching device with low QG. Alternatively, the SR conducts most of the time, 

so the SR should have very low RDS(ON).  

With several transistors experimentally compared, the EPC2015 reduces overall losses in the 

control switch. The EPC2015 has RDS(ON) = 4 mÝ and QG = 10.5 nC. Since the equivalent on-

resistance of the SR must be further reduced, two different POLs were designed and are shown in 

Fig. 4.1 & 4.2). The GaN design in Fig. 4.1 uses four parallel EPC2015s to achieve an equivalent 

on-resistance RDS(ON),Eq = 1 mÝ, and a total gate charge QG,Eq = 42 nC. The GaN/Si hybrid design in 

Fig. 4.2 replaces four EPC2015s with a single 1.1 mÝ, 32 nC Si MOSFET, resulting in a slightly 

improved FOM, lower overall gate charge, and less required board space. 

                    

    Fig. 4.1: GaN POL converter (1.25 in2 per phase)                       Fig. 4.2: GaN/Si Hybrid POL 

                                                                                                           converter (0.74 in2 per phase) 

 

 

The synchronous buck converter is an easy topology to parallel. Thus, the system can be 

designed and analyzed with a single phase, and expansion to multiphase designs is relatively simple. 

The POL designs from Fig. 4.1 and Fig. 4.2 are identical with the exception of the SR and slight 

layout modifications to accommodate the change in SR. The Texas Instrumentsô LM5113 gate driver 
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operates at 4.5 V, and the Infineon BSC010NE2LS replaces four EPC2015s in the GaN/Si design, 

which leads to a 40% decrease in size. Calculations and simulations of both designs indicate very 

similar performance. They were constructed and tested with two interleaved phases, which 

essentially doubles the output current, and the performance results of both designs are quite similar. 

 

4.2 Experimental Comparison 

 Both designs are tested with two parallel phases (a two phase POL) from 6 to 40 A load, 120 

ï 500 kHz switching frequency, and with 1.5 ɛH and 2.0 ɛH Coilcraft SER1410 inductors.  Test 

data is presented in Fig. 4.3 ï 4.5.  Results indicate that the GaN design has greater switching loss, 

as its efficiency drops quicker with increasing frequency.  Efficiency vs. load indicates that the GaN 

design has slightly less conduction loss. Thus, low current operation is more efficient with the 

GaN/Si design, while high current operation is slightly more efficient with the GaN design at low 

switching frequencies; but above 400 kHz, the GaN/Si design performs better regardless of load due 

to reduced switching loss.  With overall better performance and 40% smaller footprint, the GaN/Si 

hybrid design appears to offer many advantages for high current POL applications, at least until GaN 

technology matures to accommodate lower RDS(ON) applications. Expansion to more than two phases 

with this GaN/Si design will be addressed later in Chapter 7. 
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Fig. 4.3: Efficiency vs. frequency, IOUT = 10 A. 

 

Fig. 4.4: Efficiency vs. load, fS = 150 kHz and feff = 300 kHz. 



65 

 

 

 Fig. 4.5: Efficiency vs. load, fS = 400 kHz and feff = 800 kHz.  
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CHAPTER 5 

EXPERIMENTAL ANALYSIS OF COMMERCIAL INDUCTORS 

  

The two largest contributors to loss in synchronous buck converters are the power 

semiconductors and the magnetic components. Since several previous sections have addressed 

how to reduce losses in the power semiconductors, this section compares many of the best 

commercially available inductors suitable for this design to determine which inductors yield the 

lowest overall loss. Inductor loss is subdivided into two forms of loss: winding loss and magnetic 

or core loss. Naturally, there will be particular inductors suitable for high load, low load, high 

frequency, and low frequency operation. This chapter will address the best magnetic components 

for each application and suggest a good compromise for the best overall performance incorporated 

into the POL converter. 

 The testing in this section takes place on the single phase eGaN synchronous buck 

converter (design 2 from Section 3.5.2), and the converter is shown in Fig. 5.1. After testing more 

than fifty commercial inductors between 0.05 and 3 ɛH from several venders such as Coilcraft, 

Wurth Electronics, EPCOS, and others, the six best performing inductors for this 12-to-1 V POL 

application are:  

¶ Coilcraft SER1408-102 (1 ɛH) 

¶ Coilcraft SER1590-102 (1 ɛH) 

¶ Coilcraft XAL1010-102 (1 ɛH) 

¶ Coilcraft SER1590-152 (1.5 ɛH) 

¶ Coilcraft SER1410-152 (1.5 ɛH) 

¶ Coilcraft SER1410-202 (2.0 ɛH) 
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The experimental testing results are shown in Fig. 5.2 ï 5.5. Additional information on these 

commercial inductors can be found in [47]-[49]. In general, the higher inductance improves 

efficiency at light loads because AC core loss is reduced. However, at higher load currents, 

lower inductance improves efficiency because there is often less DC resistance (DCR) in lower 

value inductors.  

 

Fig. 5.1: Synchronous buck converter platform for characterizing inductors. 

 

 
Fig. 5.2: Efficiency vs. frequency at 4 A load with various inductors. 
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Fig. 5.3: Efficiency vs. frequency at 10 A load with various inductors. 

 
Fig. 5.4: Efficiency vs. load at 170 kHz with various inductors. Below 9 A, the XAL1010 

2200 nH is the most efficient. Above 9 A, the SER1590 1500 nH inductor is most efficient. 
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Fig. 5.5: Efficiency vs. load at 300 kHz with various inductors. The SER1590 1500 nH inductor 

is one of the top performers at higher frequencies. 

 

 Experimental data indicates that best converter efficiencies are realized around 170-

200 kHz. With that in mind, below 9 A load current, the 2.2 µH inductor is ideal. Above 9 A, the 

1.5 µH Coilcraft SER1590-152 performs best. All considered inductors are similar in physical 

size, so load conditions determine the best inductor for peak efficiency. 
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CHAPTER 6 

PLANAR INDUCTOR DESIGN AND COMPARISON 

 

6.1 Overview 

In this chapter, the design and implementation of planar inductors in low-voltage GaN-

based applications are investigated, and design techniques conducive to inexpensive, simple 

implementations are utilized. The advantages and limitations of planar inductor technology, as it 

relates to filter inductors, are presented. Design considerations such as core material, core 

geometry, number of turns, gap size, fringing fields, and winding construction are addressed, and 

several planar inductors are evaluated in a 12-to-1 V GaN-based synchronous buck converter. 

Experimental results are used to determine the feasibility and advantages of replacing 

commercially packaged components, such as those addressed in chapter 5, with planar inductors. 

The primary focus is to reduce inductor core loss, winding loss, size, and raise saturation current 

by employing well-designed planar inductors to modern, wide-bandgap power converters. 

 With the high power density demands of power supplies, switched-mode power supplies 

(SMPS) have experienced an increase in switching frequencies to facilitate smaller packaging and 

stringent load conditions [29][53][54]. The magnetics are often responsible for the majority of 

system losses, especially in high current and high frequency applications[55]. A decrease in the 

size of magnetic components is a natural consequence of increasing the switching frequency[56]. 

However, additional losses are introduced in the inductor as a result of skin and proximity effects 

from higher frequency AC current. Conventional round-wire inductors are particularly sensitive 

to such losses. Planar magnetic technology provides the framework for developing inductors more 

favorable for operation at high frequencies [57]. Planar magnetics offer numerous advantages over 
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traditional wire wound components, including reduced AC winding loss, great thermal 

characteristics, and repeatability with narrow tolerance. 

The primary drawback of planar magnetic technology is the difficulty in achieving an 

acceptable DCR. Thick copper traces and parallel PCB layers can mitigate this drawback, but will 

increase the cost of the PCB. Consequently, the gains made with respect to the AC resistance can 

be negated by the DC losses at high load currents. For this reason, PCBs with more layers can 

make a significant improvement in DCR by adding additional conduction paths and should be 

strongly considered in the cost-to-performance analysis of any planar magnetic design [57]. 

 

6.2 Planar Magnetic Design 

 Inductor losses can generally be subdivided into two categories: core loss and winding loss. 

Core loss involves hysteresis loss and eddy current formation within the core material. Winding 

loss is often spoken of in terms of AC and DC losses. DC losses are proportional to the DCR of 

the windings and the square of the DC current. AC losses occur as a result of the skin and proximity 

effects. For many low-voltage SMPS applications, winding loss makes up the majority of the total 

inductor loss since output currents are often high [58][59].  

Several core materials are available and have a variety of trade-offs. Four of the core 

materials and core geometries examined in this work are presented in Fig. 6.1 and Fig. 6.2, 

respectively. The rounded center posts of the ER18 and ER23 (Fig. 6.2) facilitate superior winding 

design and are used extensively in this work.  
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Fig. 6.1: Core materials (Ferroxcube). 

 

 

 
Fig. 6.2: Core geometries (Ferroxcube). 

 

 

When considering inductor winding design, a one-turn inductor will result in lower 

inductance; however, a one-turn inductor has the advantage of lower DCR, since the length of the 

winding is shorter and all PCB layers become parallel conduction paths. However, if higher 

inductance is desirable and a multi-turn planar inductor is necessary, the ideal interleaved winding 

construction that promotes proper current sharing is depicted in Fig. 6.3. This interleaving 

technique alternates first turn and second turn layers and is discussed extensively in [54][55]. This 
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technique was also verified through 3-D finite element analysis (FEA) before physical 

implementation. 

 
Fig. 6.3: 3-D inductor winding structure with ER18 core and 10 PCB layers. 

 

Gapping is often required to maintain a predictable inductance and to increase saturation 

current. The size and location of the gap can substantially change the performance of the inductor 

by determining effective permeability and inductance, which impacts current ripple. These two 

parameters oppose one another, and an iterative process should be used to determine proper gap 

size [55][56]. Designing an inductor that yields maximum allowable ripple forms a suitable 

starting point within the design trade space. Subsequently, the inductance can be increased by 

reducing gap size until the saturation current is reached at maximum load, thus providing the 

designer with an experimental operating range.   In this work, inductors with center post gaps and 

distributed gaps are evaluated. The air gap (µr = 1) raises the reluctance of the path to increase 

energy storage; however, the air-gap also exhibits magnetic fringing effects that induce eddy 

currents in nearby windings. Fringing fields induce additional AC winding loss and crowd the 

current near the air gap, where magnetic fields are the highest. The result is uneven current sharing 

that leads to increased conduction loss. Proper layout technique can mitigate the effect of fringing 
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fields by spacing inductor windings to avoid the highest concentration of fringing fields (see Fig. 

6.4(a)). The optimal space from the air gap is when the eddy currents and AC resistance are low 

without sacrificing winding size that significantly increases DCR (see Fig. 6.4(b)). 

 
   (a) Fringing fields on inductor windings and                (b) Generic trade-off when reducing conductor  

layout technique to mitigate fringing field effect             size to create space from air gap fringing fields 

 

Fig. 6.4: Spacing inductor windings to reduce eddy currents induced by fringing fields. 

 

 

6.3 Preliminary Experimental Comparison 

 First, broad preliminary experimentation with planar inductors is explored. The results of 

the preliminary data will guide a more focused planar inductor design. In the preliminary 

experimental comparison, many combinations of core material, core geometry, gap size, gap type, 

and number of turns were compared by mounting a planar inductor encompassing the windings 

and planar core to the POL converter. This enabled easy planar inductor comparison without 

redesign of the entire POL converter. Testing took place on a 12-to-1 V GaN-based synchronous 

buck converter; efficiency results are shown in Fig. 6.5. There are significant trade-offs depending 

on operating conditions. For example, a two-turn inductor demonstrated better low current 

efficiency than a single-turn inductor due to higher inductance and reduced AC loss, whereas a 

single-turn inductor increased high load efficiency by decreasing DCR.  This trade-off between 



75 

 

inductance and DCR is particularly evident in Fig. 6.5(a) and Fig. 6.5(d). The ER23 core geometry 

outperformed the E18, E22, and ER18 cores with its rounded center post and slightly larger size. 

At 200 kHz, a 3 mil gap appeared ideal. At 500 kHz, a 4-6 mil gap performed best, particularly at 

higher load currents where the larger gap prevented core saturation. A larger gap is acceptable 

because the decreased inductance that resulted from a larger gap did not result in additional output 

ripple, as long as the frequency was increased accordingly. For the widest load and frequency 

conditions, a two-turn inductor delivered the best overall performance. Thus, preliminary 

experimental results indicated that the 2.26 µH ER23 two-turn inductor with a 4 mil distributed 

gap optimized performance in this design. However, in later designs, space constraints disqualified 

the use of this core due to its larger size, and the ER18 core geometry was employed instead while 

other parameters remained the same. 

 

 
(a) Efficiency vs. load current ï 200 kHz 
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(b) Efficiency vs. load current ï 500 kHz 

 

 
(c) Efficiency vs. frequency ï 3 A 
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(d) Efficiency vs. frequency ï 16 A 

 

Fig. 6.5: Preliminary experimental analysis of planar inductors in a 12-to-1 V synchronous buck 

converter. 

 

 

6.4 Final Experimental Comparison 

The broad experimental comparison and FEA simulations narrowed the field to enable a 

final planar inductor prototype, which was optimized for this application. In the final design 

prototype, shown in Fig. 6.6, the smaller ER18 core was utilized to meet space constraints, even 

though the ER23 showed improvements in performance. This design uses a two-turn winding, 

3C96 core material, and a 4 mil distributed gap. The result is a compact 1.59 ɛH planar inductor 

that has been optimized for this 12-to-1 V DC-DC application. Efficiency results are presented in 

Fig. 6.7 and efficiency was particularly high for a low-voltage converter of this nature. Typical 

commercial converters of comparable specifications operate well below 90% efficiency, even 

under the best operating conditions. 
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Fig. 6.6: Synchronous buck converter with planar inductor. 

 

 

 

 
 

Fig. 6.7: Efficiency vs. load (ER18 / 2 turns / 3C96 / 4 mil gap / 1.59 ɛH). 

 

 

To validate this design and compare to commercial inductors, Fig. 6.8 compares the 

efficiency of this planar inductor to two Coilcraft inductors with similar footprint, saturation 
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current, and inductance. Fig. 6.8(a) indicates that the planar inductor shows lower AC losses, as 

the efficiency drops less with increasing frequency compared to the commercial alternatives. Next, 

Fig. 6.8(b) shows significant improvement in efficiency at light loads, which is a result of low AC 

losses; however, efficiency decreased more rapidly with an increase in load compared to the 

commercial alternatives. This is a result of slightly higher DCR in the planar inductor but is an 

acceptable trade-off considering the overall performance advantage achieved with the planar 

design. Additionally, DCR may be further reduced by adding more PCB layers, which result in 

more parallel conduction paths. The advantages of this inductor are even more evident when 

increasing frequency, making this planar inductor design ideal for modern WBG power conversion 

that often operates at or above 1 MHz. 

 
(a) Efficiency vs. frequency ï 10 A 
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(b) Efficiency vs. load current ï 500 kHz 

Fig. 6.8: Performance comparison of planar inductor and commercial inductors. 

 

6.5 Conclusions 

Planar inductors have been experimentally developed and integrated into a 12-to-1 V 

synchronous buck converter. Major parameters governing planar inductor design were described 

in a simplistic manor to facilitate a similar design process, regardless of the application. Major 

design parameters include: core material, core geometry, air gap size, and winding construction. 

These parameters have been investigated in a broad experimental comparison which allowed trade-

offs to be established for this particular design. Next, an optimized 1.59 ɛH planar inductor was 

compared to similar commercial inductors to demonstrate the improvement in AC losses and 

overall performance with planar technology. With a reduction in AC loss and high saturation 

current, this planar inductor design is ideal for high frequency wide-bandgap power conversion 

applications.   
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CHAPTER 7 

MULTIPHASE POINT OF LOAD DESIGN 

 

7.1 Theory 

Multiphase synchronous buck converters offer many appealing features and are simple to 

implement by connecting common VIN and VOUT and sharing common output capacitance. When 

I2R losses begin to dominate the system, strategically dividing the output current among the phases 

can drastically reduce conduction loss. By spacing each phase by ῳ—, where 

                                                      ῳ—  
  

 ,                                                   (7.1) 

output current and voltage ripple is minimized because inductor currents add at the output. Fig. 7.1 

shows efficiency of a one, two, and three phase POL converters operating at 170 kHz per phase, 

which results in effective frequencies (feff) of 170 kHz, 340 kHz, 510 kHz, respectively. Adding 

POL phases results in nearly identical performance with reduced output ripple, and performing 

phase shedding allows optimum efficiency to be maintained over a wide load range [60]. As the 

effective frequency is increased by increasing the number of phases, the output ripple is reduced. 

Fig. 7.2 simulates the reduction in output voltage ripple when adding POL phases and the trend 

continues as more phases are added. 
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Fig. 7.1: Efficiency vs. Load for One, Two, and Three Phase POL Converters  

(f = 170 kHz per phase). 

 

 
a) One phase POL output ripple (simulated) 
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b) Two phase POL output ripple (simulated) 

Fig. 7.2: Output voltage ripple comparison. 

 

7.1.1 Advantages of multiphase POLs 

 There are many significant advantages to multiphase POL converters. A multiphase POL 

converter: 

¶ Distributes current to reduce conduction loss 

¶ Increases output power 

¶ Reduces steady-state output ripple  

¶ Raises output frequency to reduce transient response delay (time from load change until 

the next phase turns on) 

¶ Reduces the current demand through semiconductors at partial load 

¶ Can perform phase shedding to maintain high efficiency over a very large load range 
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7.1.2 Disadvantages of multiphase POLs 

 Likewise, there are several sacrifices that must be made. Multiphase POL converters may 

result in: 

¶ Increased size 

¶ More complex control algorithms 

¶ Circulating currents between phases 

¶ Concerns of uneven current sharing (easily manageable by reading phase current and 

adjusting the duty ratio, D) 

 

7.2 Version 3 Testing Platform  

The Version 3 testing platform in Fig. 7.3 enables experimentation with multiphase POL 

converters. It has been designed to test between one and five phases. The TI DSP controller is 

capable of controlling all five phases. Each phase can be plugged into one of the 100-pin headers 

located on the right side of the mother board. All POL designs are constructed on this platform, 

tested as a single phase POL, and then tested with one to five phases if preliminary single phase 

data looks promising. This platform has separate inputs for 5 V (controller), 5 V (driver), and input 

voltage so that each loss can be measured and recorded separately. Part of the test set-up also 

includes a static/dynamic load board that was specifically designed to meet the current and power 

demand of this POL converter. This load board has been improved over multiple iterations and is 

presented in Fig. 7.4 and Fig. 7.5. 
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Fig. 7.3: Version 3 POL testing platform capable of testing 1-5 phase converters. 

 

 
Fig. 7.4: Dynamic load board revision 1. 

 

 
Fig. 7.5: Dynamic load board revision 2. 
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7.2.1 Five Phase GaN/Si Hybrid Design 

This section presents experimental results of an optimized five phase GaN/Si hybrid 

synchronous buck converter designed to improve converter efficiency while meeting increasing 

load demands typical in HPC. This section presents an expansion of the GaN/Si hybrid design 

presented in Chapter 4, as the previous work is now implemented in five interleaved phases. 

Interleaved is a term used to identify that the control switches from each phase are turned on at 

evenly spaced times within the period.  

It has been established that the best eGaN FETs have very low gate charge, switch much 

faster than Si, and reduce size, and eGaN FETs are not yet available with extremely low RDS(ON), 

like comparable Si MOSFETs. For this reason, eGaN-based systems are susceptible to poor 

efficiency at high loads. To mitigate this consequence, the appropriate combination of GaN and Si 

is utilized in a 125 W, five phase, 12-to-1 V POL converter that achieves over 95% efficiency.  

Similar to the work in Chapter 4, the FOM defined as gate charge multiplied by on-

resistance is used to compare transistors. The comparison of the eGaN FET and Si MOSFET used 

in this work is presented in Table 7.1. Comparing the two devices reveals that the eGaN FET will 

switch faster; however, the Si MOSFET will reduce conduction loss. This section and the 

following section compare a GaN-based POL, a Si POL, and a GaN/Si hybrid POL. All three 

designs are implemented as five interleaved phases to increase output power capability, increase 

effective frequency, reduce steady-state output ripple, and improve transient response.   

 

Table 7.1: GaN and Si transistor comparison with VGS å 4.5 V. 
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Fig. 7.6: One of five GaN/Si hybrid POL converter stages in five phase converter. 

 

 Each GaN POL phase is identical to design 3 from Section 3.5 (Fig. 3.17). Each GaN/Si 

hybrid POL phase is identical to that presented in Chapter 4 and is represented again in Fig. 7.6. 

Each Si POL is simply the Infineon BSC010NE2LS MOSFET used as the control switch and the 

SR, and all other design aspects remain unchanged. 

 The POL converters uses the TI LM5113 gate driver, which has been designed specifically 

to drive eGaN FETs in a half bridge configuration. The driver has an internal 2.1 mɋ pull-up gate 

resistance to reduce gate overvoltage, and it uses a bootstrap technique to internally clamp the gate 

at 5.2 V, which prevents the eGaN FETs from exceeding their gate-to-source voltage limit 

(VGS,MAX) of 6 V [61]. The Si SR is about 150% the size of the eGaN FET but is still quite small 

compared to similar Si devices. The Si device is also driven with the LM5113 at VGS = 4.5 V. 

Since Si MOSFETs are capable of being driven with a wide range of gate voltages, there is a direct 

trade-off between VGS, RDS(ON), and QG for the Si device. This design drives the Si MOSFET with 
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a low gate voltage that results in slightly higher RDS(ON) and lower QG. External gate resistors are 

0 ɋ resistors because additional gate resistance was not necessary to reduce gate current to prevent 

overvoltage of the gate. Referring to Fig. 7.6, C2 ï C5 are input capacitors, and C9 ï C12 are 

output capacitors. The inductor footprint was designed to accommodate several COTS inductors 

such as this 2 ɛH, 0.9 mɋ Coilcraft SER1410-202 inductor, which was the largest inductance value 

and was generally the most efficient inductor tested in this design. 

Expansion from a single to multiple phases is simple as long as the controller is designed 

efficiently, the controller is fast enough to manage all active phases, and proper spacing of the 

PWM signals for interleaving applications can be managed. Each phase has a gate driver but is 

driven by the same controller; the phases can be synchronous or interleaving. Synchronous phases 

turn on and off at the same time, while interleaving phases are staggered evenly throughout the 

period. Interleaving phases have many advantages such as raising the effective output frequency 

by 

                                                                  Ὢ Ὢ Ͻ ὔ,                                                        (7.1) 

where feff is the effective frequency or frequency of the POL converter output; fS is the switching 

frequency of each phase, and N is the number of phases in an interleaved arrangement. Thus, five 

phases switching at 200 kHz results in a 1 MHz multiphase converter. The higher output frequency 

significantly reduces output voltage ripple, which can reduce the number and size of the passives 

required to meet design specifications and thus may reduce size. Additionally, multiphase POL 

converters respond better to transient loads because the higher effective frequency means that at 

least one phase is never far from turning on; this does however require a controller with enough 

bandwidth to sense the change in load and increase the duty cycle to accommodate the change. 

Fig. 7.7 compares the steady-state 5 A output voltage and current waveforms of a single phase and 
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an interleaved five phase POL converter. The five phase POL has a much cleaner output waveform. 

Notice the five phase POL converter has significantly less output voltage ripple. There are many 

other great advantages of multiphase POL converters such as distributing current to minimize I2R 

loss, produces a cleaner output signal, has higher load capability, and can perform phase shedding. 

Phase shedding promotes high efficiency by dropping phases to operate the remaining phases at 

the load that yields peak efficiency, similar to the concept of cylinder deactivation in modern 

vehicle engines.  

 
(a) Single phase POL converter, 5 A output. 

 

 



90 

 

 
(b) Interleaved five phase POL converter, 5 A output. 

 

Fig. 7.7: Comparison of output voltage waveforms (purple) between a single phase POL 

converter and interleaved five-phase POL converter. 

 

7.2.2 Five phase GaN vs. Si vs. GaN/Si 

The GaN/Si hybrid POL converter significantly improves efficiency beyond similar Si-

based designs, and it improves high load efficiency beyond the ability of GaN-based designs. Fig. 

7.8 compares experimental efficiency of a Si-based, a GaN-based, and a GaN/Si hybrid POL 

converter. These three converters are all interleaved five phase synchronous buck converters 

capable of more than 125 A load current. All three converters utilize the same controller, inductors, 

capacitors, and gate drivers. The only changes between them are the SRs. The SR of the GaN-

based POL converter is two EPC2015s in parallel to yield an effective on-resistance RDS(ON),EFF = 
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2 mÝ, which is still twice that of the Si SR. Additionally the two parallel GaN FETs in the SR 

have an effective gate charge QG,EFF = 21 nC.  

 

Fig. 7.8: Efficiency comparison of a Si-based, a GaN-based, and a GaN/Si hybrid POL converter 

(each an interleaved five phase synchronous buck converter topology) 

 

7.2.3 Thermal Analysis of GaN/Si Hybrid POL  

Each GaN/Si hybrid POL phase is approximately 0.74 in2 and can be nearly half this size 

with the inductor mounted on the backside of the PCB. Fig. 7.9 includes thermal images of the 

GaN/Si hybrid POL converter at 25 and 100 A without any forced cooling. The thermal images 

are upside-down relative to Fig. 7.6. In both designs, ñAò represents the GaN control switch and 

ñBò denotes the Si SR. Both the control switch and SR are similar in temperature, even though the 
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SR conducts for nine times as long as the control switch; with that said, the SR also has a larger 

surface area to dissipate heat. 

    
                   (a) 25 A load current                                        (b) 100 A load current 

 

Fig. 7.9. Thermal images of one GaN/Si POL converter phase. 

No forced cooling and Tambient = 23.3 oC. 

 

 GaN certainly has some remarkable characteristics ï particularly switching around three 

times faster than Si. There is certainly a bright future for GaN semiconductors, and they will 

continue to improve. Nevertheless, there are still some applications best suited for Si, and perhaps 

some applications that are best when utilizing GaN and Si. Experimental results show that the GaN 

POL converter is dominated by conduction loss at high loads, whereas the Si POL converter is 

dominated by switching loss at light loads. However, the GaN/Si hybrid approach yields improved 

efficiency over a large load range and offers exceptional power density. Since the EPC GaN FET 

still proved to be the best applicant for the control switch, the conclusion is that, with the current 

semiconductor market, a combination of GaN and Si can produce better high load results than 

either technology can independently. The expectation is that eventually, as GaN transistors mature, 

GaN power semiconductors will surpass Si with very low RDS(ON)
 and low QG; however, at this 

time, the GaN/Si hybrid POL converter approach improves high load performance in the 12-to-

1 V POL application. 
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7.3 POL Version 5 Design 

 Although the GaN/Si design from Section 7.2 optimizes conversion efficiency at very high 

load currents, a GaN design has some operating ranges (i.e. light load and high frequency) where 

it is unmatched and is thus pursued further to improve upon previous GaN designs. POL Version 

5 was designed to be a more power dense prototype than Version 3. All phases are on the same 

PCB and located closer together to reduce output conduction loss, which can be large when 

operating above 100 A.  

Version 5 is a 10 layer PCB. Every other layer (inner 1, 3, 5, 7, and bottom Cu) are all 

ground layers.  Version 3 prototypes were only 6 layer PCBs. Several layers are nearly duplicated, 

and ten layers are used to reduce Cu losses to the output terminals, as the output is capable of 

reaching as much as 150 A. The COTS TI DSP controller card is located near the bottom of Fig. 

7.10, and several additional communication ICs, accompanying passives, and headers are located 

below the controller. Directly above the controller are resistor dividers for the current sense lines 

from each phase. Slightly above the middle of the PCB, five identical GaN synchronous buck 

converters are located side-by-side. Input and output terminals are all located at the top of the 

board, and two 5 V terminals are used to measure power consumption by the DSP controller and 

communication integrated circuits (ICs) separately from the gate drivers. 
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Fig. 7.10: POL Version 5 prototype. 

 

7.3.1 POL Version 5 Efficiency 

 Compared to the best commercial and published POL converters at similar operating 

conditions, Version 5 achieves significantly improved efficiency (5-12% improvement). 

Maximum efficiency is realized at 25 A at over 96%. Efficiency vs. load is presented for several 

frequencies in Fig. 7.11 ï Fig. 7.14. As frequency increases, efficiency decreases slightly. The 

advantage, however, to increasing frequency is the ability to reduce the size of the passives and 

improve transient analysis. This is a trade-off to be tailored to a specific design. The effect of 

frequency on efficiency is presented in Fig. 7.15.  
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Fig. 7.11: Efficiency vs. load (f = 160 kHz, feff = 800 kHz). 

 

 
Fig. 7.12: Efficiency vs. load (f = 200 kHz, feff = 1 MHz). 
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Fig. 7.13: Efficiency vs. load (f = 350 kHz, feff = 1.75 MHz). 

 

 

 
Fig. 7.14: Efficiency vs. load (f = 450 kHz, feff = 2.25 MHz). 
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Fig. 7.15: Efficiency vs. frequency at 55 A. 

 

It is very practical to operate this POL converter at lower frequency, since the effective 

frequency is multiplied by the number of phases. That means transient response should be 

improved with an increase in phases, the inductance can be decreased without increased output 

ripple, and size of each phase can be reduced. To ensure reasonable current sharing and verify that 

devices operate well beneath their thermal limits, thermal images were taken at 20 and 50 A load 

in Fig. 7.16 and Fig. 7.17, respectively. 
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Fig. 7.16: Thermal image of Version 5 operating at 20 A load (TMAX  = 28.2 oC). 

 

Fig. 7.17: Thermal image of Version 5 operating at 50 A load (TMAX  = 31.9 oC). 
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The GaN POL Version 5 converter is currently in a pre-production state. The topology, 

layout, and components have been optimized for a wide range of input and output voltages    (VIN 

= 2 ï 24 V and VOUT = 0.5 ï 5 V), and only slight design modification would be needed for voltages 

outside of this range. The five phase POL can operate from 0 ï 150 W with ideal performance 

(>90% efficiency) between 15 and 105 W. Higher power requirements could be met by adding 

additional phases. With this design, unwanted components and test points would be removed, and 

size would decrease for a commercial product, resulting in a power density of approximately 

270 W/in3. Ideally, the controller would be implemented in an ASIC to reduce size drastically and 

to reduce the power consumption of the digital controller. The final performance of the five-phase 

GaN/Si hybrid POL converter is compared to several commercial and research prototype POL 

converters in Fig. 7.18. From this figure, it is evident that this design operates at much higher load 

and much better efficiency than alternative POL converters. 

 

Fig. 7.18: Auburn GaN POL prototype compared to state-of-the-art commercial 12-to-1 V POLs 

and best WBG prototypes. 
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CHAPTER 8 

WBG DATA CENTER POWER SUPPLY CHAIN  

 

 It has been established that energy consumption of most commercial data centers is high 

and power conversion efficiency is low because more than half of the power is consumed during 

power conversion, distribution, and cooling. This chapter discusses the design of three WBG 

power conversion stages that rectifies and converters 480 V three-phase (3ͅ) AC to ~1 V DC. This 

system architecture is presented in Fig. 8.1, and this system approach employs WBG power 

devices, including SiC and GaN FETs and diodes, which helps to increase converter efficiency 

and power density. Scaled down prototypes of all power conversion stages in the data center power 

supply chain have been designed, built, and tested. The advantages of utilizing WBG power 

devices are illustrated through simulations and then verified by experimental results. This chapter 

provides a system level view of the WBG architecture and analyzes each stage individually. 

a

HV IBC
AC/ DC

Rack

480 V 3ū

AC
400 V DC

On  board
1 V 

DC
Electr.
Loads

POL

Front-end
Rectifier

12 V
DC

Mother Board
 

Fig. 8.1: Three stage WBG power conversion architecture. 

 

 Compared to a full-scale system, the prototype power ratings have been scaled down for 

demonstration purpose. The front end rectifier was selected to be 7.5 kW. Three front end rectifiers 

are located in parallel to power a 19 kW load with a 2+1 redundancy structure. The power rating 

of each blade (or drawer) is 1600 W, which is divided into four quadrants. Each quadrant is rated 

at 400 W which is met by three 300 W IBCs and four 150 W POLs. The additional IBC and POL 

power capacity provides N+1 redundancy for each conversion stage. 
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 Overall system efficiency of 89.6 % has been reached at full load with WBG devices in all 

three power stages calculated as the product of each power stageôs individual efficiency. This is 

3% higher than the highest Si efficiency based on theoretical maximum calculations. A 3% 

increase in the worldôs data center supply chains would result in a savings of 3.6 TWh per year 

[62]. 

                                                    σȢφ ὝὡὬ σȢφ ὼ ρπ ὡὬ  

                                                                    σȟφππȟπππȟπππȟπππ ὡὬ                                   (8.1) 

That is enough energy to power 332,000,000 average households in the US for a year. In the 

following three sections, each of the three power stages will be introduced in detail. 

 

8.1 Intermediate Bus Voltage 

 The system architecture in Fig. 8.1 is a starting point but is still flexible. For instance, the 

input voltage to the front end rectifier can be 480 V 3  ͅAC, which is common in the US, or it can 

be a range of HVDC. The 400 V DC bus was chosen to distribute through the cabinet because 

400 V is an ideal output for front end rectifier efficiency, it reduces current to reduce transmission 

loss within the rack, and 400 V can be implemented without overly complicated safety protocol. 

Since the load determines the output of the POL, there is only one intermediate voltage that can 

be tuned for best system performance: the intermediate bus voltage. The intermediate bus voltage 

is defined as the output of the IBC and the input to the POL, and an investigation has been 

performed to determine the optimum DC voltage for this bus. 

 The IBC is an LLC resonant converter which is DC isolated; however, the output voltage 

is unregulated (Fig. 8.2). Therefore, the intermediate bus voltage is unregulated but the turns of 

the transformer in the IBC determines the approximate intermediate bus voltage. The intermediate 
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bus voltage will usually drop as load increases due to additional loss in the IBC. The synchronous 

buck converter is a non-isolated, highly regulated topology (Fig. 8.3). Therefore, it can compensate 

for large shifts in intermediate bus voltage. These two stages work harmoniously to compensate 

for each otherôs shortcomings. The IBC provides DC isolation for the POL and the POL regulates 

the output for the IBC. Working together, these two stages form what will be referred to as the 

intermediate bus architecture (IBA). The IBA is presented in Fig. 8.4. The input and output to the 

IBA is predetermined; however, the intermediate bus voltage (V int) may still be determined by the 

system designer. 

       

Vin

Vo

il

S1

S2

 
             Fig. 8.2: Topology of LLC converter.                                    Fig. 8.3: Topology of 

                                                                                                                  buck converter. 

 

 
Fig. 8.4: Intermediate bus voltage optimization [63]. 

 

  The goal is to determine maximum efficiency of the IBA without sacrificing 

reliability, steady-state output signal, and output transient performance. Table 8.1 ï 8.3 list the 

specifications, devices selection and transformer design of the LLC and buck converters with 

different intermediate bus voltages. All of these factors must be considered in order to calculate 

TLr

RC

DC
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SR1

Lm
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losses for both systems. Efficiency for the IBC and POL were calculated and plotted against 

output power (Fig. 8.5 and Fig. 8.6). By combining this data, Fig. 8.7 represents the IBA losses 

at various intermediate bus voltages ranging from 4 V to 24 V. 

Table 8.1: Specifications and device selection 

of LLC converter at different bus voltages [63]. 

Table 8.2: Transformer design with different bus 

voltages [63]. 

Parameter 
Value 

Input Voltage 
400 V 

Output Voltage 
4é24 V 

Power Rating 
300 W 

Switching Frequency 
1 MHz 

Primary side MOSFET 
Transphorm 600 V 

SR 

4-8 V 
Infineon 25 V 

10-12 V 
EPC 40 V 

24 V 
EPC 100 V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Output 

Voltage 

Copper 

Thickness 
Core Type 

Turns 

ratio 

24, 12, 

10, 8V 

Primary: 

2 oz 

Secondary: 

2 oz 

E22/6/16 

PLT22/16/2.5 

8, 16, 20, 

24 

6, 4 V 
2 *E18/4/10 

PLT18/10/2 

32, 48 

 

Table 8.3: Specifications and device selection of buck converter at different bus voltages [63]. 

Parameter 
Value 

Input Voltage 
4é24 V 

Output Voltage 
1 V 

Power Rating 
30 W 

Switching Frequency 
200 kHz 

Inductor 

1 ɛH 

CoilCraft XAL1010 

MOSFET 

4 V 
Greatwall 7 V 

6-12 V 
Infineon 25 V 

24 V 
EPC 40 V 
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           Fig. 8.5: LLC efficiency at different                   Fig. 8.6: Buck efficiency at different  

                          bus voltage [63].                                                  bus voltage [63].   

 

 
Fig. 8.7: IBA system efficiency at different bus voltage [63]. 

 As calculations will generally indicate, the efficiency of each system will decrease as the 

ratio VIN/VOUT increases. The synchronous rectification on the secondary side of the LLC resonant 

converter will inherit additional conduction loss if the intermediate bus voltage is decreased. 

Meanwhile, the synchronous buck converter reduces conduction loss in the SR due to freewheeling 
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